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By Professor R. Tucker Abbott { Academy of Natural Sciences, Philadelphia, U.S.A.) 

I support Cox’s application in part in that 1 believe the name Gari Schumacher, 1817 should 
be placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology. . 

1. Usage of the name. Contrary to what others might state, the name Gari is employed 
much more frequently and by more workers than Psammohia Lamarck, 1818. A thorough 

search of the literature reveals the following: . . n . 

(a) The following professional malacologists have in their publications been using Gari 

for the last 15 years : Altena (Holland), Abbott (U.S.), Myra Keen (U.S.), Rehder (U.S.), K. 
Palmer (U.S.), Frizzel (U.S.), Habe (Japan), Kuroda (Japan), Oyama (Japan), Powell (N.Z.), 
Merkel (U.S.S.R.), Fleming (N.Z.), P. H. Fischer (France), R. K. Dell (N.Z.), Soot-Ryen (Norway), 
L. King (N.Z.), J. Marwick (N.Z.), L. R. Cox (U.K.), W. K. Emerson (U.S.), F. Haas (U.S.). 
Those workers using Psammobia within the last 15 years are Barnard (South Africa), Nickles 
(Africa), Papp, Madsen (Iceland), Macpherson (Australia), Cotton (Australia), Viader (Mauritius), 
Carcelles (Argentina), Malaroda, and Van Bruggen. Clearly, the vast majority of the more 
active workers are currently using Gari. , . 

(b) The majority and the most “ influential ” handbooks and reference books are using 

Gari : Grasse’s ‘ Traite de Zoologie ’ (1960), Grimpe and Wagler’s Die Tierwelt der Nord-und 
Ostsee’ (1940), Winckworth’s 1932 ‘British Marine Mollusca , Habes (19ol) Genera of 
Japanese Shells ’, Haas in Bronn’s ‘ Klassen ’, all Japanese handbooks by Kira, Hirase, Kuroda, 
Habe, etc., all American handbooks (Abbott, Keen, Morris, C. W. Johnson, etc.), all New Zealand 
handbooks (Powell, Dell, etc.). Those using Psammobia are: Thieles Handbuch (1934, 
which also contains many generic names now abandoned, such as Alvodes, Tyndaria, Brachy- 
odontes , Dolium, Pirula, Galeodes, Pterocera, Scala, etc.) ; Cotton and Godfrey s 1938 Mollusks 
of South Africa ’ ; Barnard’s 1950 4 Beginner’s Guide to South African Shells and Jutting s 
1943 ‘ Fauna van Nederland’. ^ , 

(c) Historically speaking, Psammobia was used by most workers until 191/. Dautzenberg, 
once an advocatefor Psammobia, began using Gari in 1917, 1920, 1921, 1923 and 1929. Lamy 
switched to Gari in 1918, Fischer in 1921, Bartsch in 1938, Tomlin in 191o Among those 
making a critical review of the subject (R. Stewart, 1930 ; Grant and Gale, 1931 and Palmer, 
1958) all chose Gari. Acceptance of the name Gari began appearing in non-taxonomic literature 
in the 1940’s (C. M. Yonge, 1949 ; J. Lucas, 1956 ; J. Brouwer, 1945, etc.). Psammobia rarely 
appears nowadays and then only by those who rely solely upon Thiele’s Handbuch. 

2. I cannot accept Cox’s argument that gari Linne is the type of Gan by tautonymy. I agree 
with Ralph Stewart (1930, Acad. Nat. Sci. Phila., Spec. Publ. 3, 281) and Grant and Gale (1931) 
that Gari vulgaris Schumacher is validated by his own figured specimen and supplemented by 
references to Spengler’s gari (not Linn6) and to Chemnitz’s figures 92 and 93. bee G.D.Z.N., 
pp. 68-69, par. 128(1) ; amending B.Z.N., pp. 158-159, Concl. 38 : “ . . . type species is not to 
be the nominal species cited ... but rather the species intended by him . . . In tact, Cox s 
“ neotype ” of gari Linne is not gari “ Linne ” Spengler, but is variety B of Spengler (Chemnitz, 
fig. 92). G. vulgaris Schumacher is a junior synonym of G. fervensis Gmelin, 1/91. 

3. I agree with Cox’s choice of the neotype specimen of gari Linne. Schroter, 1/84, p. 644 
and Dillwyn, 1817, vol. 1, p. 77 had already come to this same choice, and are being followed 
by Iredale and Allan, the latter using Gari gari Linn6 in 1959. 

4. Because the family name psammobiidae has been abandoned by many workers (Stewart, 
1930 : K. Palmer, 1958 ; C. W. Johnson, 1934; Dali, Bartsch and Rehder, 193S ; Keen, 1958 ; 
Habe, 1951 ; Aguayo, 1948 ; Kuroda ; Abbott, 1954, 1955, 1958, 1961 ; R. A. McLean, 19ol ; 
David Nicol, 1958), and because garidae has been used by some of these, I apply hereby to the 
Commission, as an amendment to Cox’s application, that the following family-group name be 
placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology : garidae Stoliczka, 1870 (ex 
garinae). 


By Robert Robertson (Academy of Natural Sciences, Philadelphia, U.S.A.) 

I wish to record my support for Cox’s proposal to place the generic name Gari Schumacher, 

1817, on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology and to place the ndme Psatmnobia Lamarck, 

1818, on the Official List of Invalid and Rejected Generic Names. However, I oppose Cox s 

proposal to adopt the name psammobiidae for the family. „ 

Five names have been proposed for the family. Only two of these ( psammobiadae 
Fleming, 1828, and “ garinae ” Stoliczka, 1870) are mentioned by Cox. The other three 
names were proposed, so far as 1 can determine, in the following order : 
solecurtidae A. d’Orbigny, 1846, Voy. Amer. Mirid. 5(3) : 522 
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sanofenolariidae U.S. Grant, IV, & H. R. Gale, 1931, Mem . San Diego Soc. Nat. Hist. 

1 : 381 

asaphidae R. Winckworth, 1932, Journ. Conchol. 19(7) : 245. 

Four names currently are in wide and indiscriminate use : psammobiidae, garidae, asaphidae, 
and sangfenolarhdae. I favour the validation of garidae if the Commission rejects, as I think 
it should, Psammobia. 

Unfortunately, many of the molluscan names in wide use during the nineteenth century 
were rejected in favour of older names between about 1900 and 1930. Most of the then unfamiliar 
older names are now in wide use. I strongly oppose adding to the confusion by attempting, 
at this late date, to revert to nineteenth century nomenclature one generic name at a time. 

The generic name Psammobia was widely used in the nineteenth century but has gradually 
been rejected during the present century by specialists on bivalves, who have replaced it by the 
older name Gari. Some workers even used Gari in the nineteenth century. Those who argue 
that Psammobia is more widely used than Gari make no distinction between the old and the 
new literature. Even though the name Psammobia is still used by a few people, most present-day 
bivalve taxonomists use the name Gari. As a result, Gari is used in most of the recent manuals. 
For documentation of these facts see letter dated May 23, 1961, to the Commission from 
Dr. R. Tucker Abbott. 

Cox’s designation of a neotype of Tellina gari Linnaeus appears unwise to me. The type- 
species of Gari is Gari vulgaris Schumacher, 1817, by tautonymy, because “ Tellina Gari Lin. 
Spengler . . . Chemnitz ” was cited as a synonym. Schumacher’s figure represents Tellina 
fervensis Gmelin, 1791. (Grant & Gale, loc. cit., interpreted this figure wrongly.) Spengler, 
Chemnitz, Schumacher, and subsequent authors have interpreted Tellina gari Linnaeus variously ; 
clearly it is a nomen dubium. However, the identification of the generic name Gari does not 
depend on the identification of the Linnean species. It depends solely on the shell Schumacher 
named Gari vulgaris when he described and named Gari. The fact that his synonymy is 
questionable is irrelevant. Unfortunately, Cox did not refer in this connection to the excellent 
discussion of Stewart (1930, Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, Spec. Publ. 3, pp. 280-281). 


By Kenneth L. Edwards and 11 other members of a Seminar in Paleontology ( Stanford 
University , California , U.S.A.) 

We, the undersigned members of a Seminar in Paleontology and Stratigraphy at Stanford 
University, having considered the case of Gari Schumacher, 1817—as discussed in a petition 
by Dr. L. R. Cox (Z.N.[S.] 1461)—wish to go on record as favouring the continued use of the 
name Gari in its accustomed sense as a Latin noun, unemended. We would urge, however, 
that the plenary powers be invoked for preservation of the family-group name based on Gari 
rather than the prior psammobiidae , based upon a junior synonym. 


By Henning Lemche ( Universitetets Zoologiske Museum , Copenhagen , Denmark) 

The proposal presented by Dr. Cox of exchanging the earlier well-established name Psammobia 
Lamarck for the more recently accepted Gari Schumacher has raised strong adverse feelings 
in me, even though the facts as presented are quite correct. 

The decision between these two names depends on two different, conflicting viewpoints, 
and our decision seems to hang on the relative values to be given to each view. 

(1) In principle, it is important that the interpretation of Linnaeus’s species Tellina gari , 
and the subsequent use of this name by other early authors, is very far from being unequivocal. 
This fact is illustrated by the need for a neotype to create a clear species concept for the type of 
Gari Schumacher. 

I agree with Commissioner Mayr that it is very unhappy to introduce neotypes for species 
such as Tellina gari with the only purpose of securing a legal basis for a name which has for a 
long time been rejected because undefinable. 

We are now told that we shall accept two genera, Gari , and Garum within the same family, 
although in some cases Gari has been corrected to Garum for linguistic reasons (see Cox—par. 4). 

The family name is proposed to continue as psammobiidae (see Cox—par. 8). 

All in all, there has been very strong reason for so many authors to reject the name Gari 
in the past. It is surprising—and most disheartening—to find that authors of Handbooks in 
general do not care for such uncertainties. 


